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PLAIN TALK, COURAGE NEEDED 
IN CHURCH-STATE AREA—TURCK 


Separation of church and state is too great a principle to be defended by 
timid and compromising men, Dr. Charles J. Turck declared on January 15 
in his Constitution Hall address at POAU’s Fifth National Conference on 


Church and State. 


He called for a vigorous, clear, and positive espousal 


of the separation principle in “the sublime and fearless language of Jefferson 


and Madison . . . [who] were not 
afraid of being labeled bigots or ag- 
nostics’” by the opponents of reli- 
gious liberty. The speaker, president 
of Macalester College, St. Paul, 
Minn., drew particular attention to 
the Virginia Act for Establishing Re- 
ligious Freedom (drafted by Jeffer- 
son) and the Memorial and Remon- 
strance against Religious Assess- 
ments (written by Madison), and 
quoted the following passages from 
the two documents: 


“All persons shall have full and 
free liberty of religious opinion, nor 
shall any be compelled to frequent or 
Maintain any religious institution. 
..« Almighty God hath created the 
mind free... . All attempts to in- 
fluence it by temporal punishment or 
burdens or civil incapacitations tend 
only to beget habits of hypocrisy and 
meanness.... To compel a man to 
furnish contributions of money for 
the propagation of opinions which he 
disbelieves is sinful and tyrannical.” 

(Jefferson ) 


“Religion, or the duty which we 
® owe to our Creator, and the manner 
Of discharging it, can be directed 
only by reason and conviction, not 
by force or violence. The religion, 
then, of every man must be left to 
the conviction and conscience of ev- 
eryman.... The establishment pro- 
posed by this bill is not requisite for 
the support of the Christian religion. 
To say that it is, is a contradiction of 
that religion, for every page of it 
| disavows a dependence on the powers 
@ of this world. It is a contradiction 
'§ ‘0 fact, for it is known that this re- 
® ligion both existed and flourished, 
® ‘ot only without the support of 





human laws, but in spite of every 
opposition from them. ... What in- 
fluences have ecclesiastical establish- 
ments had on human society? In 
some instances they have been seen 
to erect a spiritual tyranny on the 
ruins of civil authority. In many in- 
stances they have been seen uphold- 
ing the thrones of political tyranny. 
In no instances have they been seen 
the guardians of the liberties of the 
people. Rulers who wished to sub- 
ject the public liberty may have 
found the established clergy conven- 
ient auxiliaries. A just government, 
instituted to secure and perpetuate 
liberty, needs them not.” (Madison) 


A Clear-Cut Position 


The spiritual descendants of Jeffer- 
son and Madison must again do bat- 
tle in the cause of religious liberty, 
Dr. Turck contended, and he ap- 
pealed to all patriots to stand up and 
be counted as champions of the sep- 
aration principle. “You who are 
clergymen in this audience, and all 
clergymen in America—Protestants, 
Catholics and others—have a pro- 
found obligation to rethink your own 
position on this matter of separation 
of church and state,” he said. “If 
you think that your loyalty to a 
church creed or an ideal of a national 
or world society prevents you from 
accepting completely the separation 
of church and state, then you ought 
to say so in unmistakable terms. And 
if you do reject this universal prin- 
ciple as Jefferson and Madison pro- 
claimed it, your lay congregations in 
vast numbers will leave you. Prot- 

(Continued on page 5) 


New Cardinal Is Noted 
Parochial Schoolman 


The lone American among the 24 
new Cardinals recently appointed by 
Pope Pius XII was Archbishop J. 
Francis A. McIntyre of Los Angeles. 
This prelate is known unofficially as 
“the [parochial] school-builder” be- 
cause more than 80 new parochial 
schools have been built during his 
service as Archbishop of Los Angeles. 
The new Cardinal has thus been one 
of the most assiduous in carrying out 
the spirit of Roman Catholic Canon 
Law 1374, which decrees: 

“Catholic children may not attend 
non-Catholic, neutral, or mixed 
schools, that is, those which are open 
also to non-Catholics, and it pertains 
exclusively to the Ordinary of the 
place to decide, in accordance with 
instructions of the Holy See, under 
what circumstances and with what 
precautions against the danger of per- 
version, attendance at such schools 
may be tolerated. Neutral schools 
are those which exclude religion by 
prescinding from it, such as the pub- 
lic schools of the United States. 
Mixed schools are those which admit 
pupils of any or no religion.” (Bous- 
caren and Ellis, Canon Law: Text 
and Commentary, 1946, p. 704.) 

Thus it appears that the outstand- 
ing qualification of the new Cardinal 
is that he is a noted enemy of the 
public schools. American members 
of the Roman Catholic hierarchy fre- 
quently deny that they are opposed 
to the public school system, but 
Church law and the actions of the 
Pope prove the contrary. 





Full coverage of POAU’s memo- 
rable Fifth National Conference on 
Church and State has not been pos- 
sible in this issue because of a close 
deadline. Further details on impor- 
tant aspects of the Conference will 
therefore be given in the February 
issue of Church and State. 








LEADERS OF THREE FAITHS AIR 
DIVERGENT VIEWS ON SCHOOLS 


Hard on the heels of the Roman Catholic Bishops’ pronouncement of 
November 15 (Church and State, December, 1952), Protestant leaders in 
the National Council of Churches and Jewish leaders in the American Jewish 
Congress issued statements of their own on the issue of religion and the 
public schools. Laid side by side, the three statements differ sharply. 


In a “letter to the Christian peo- 
ple of America,” the General Assem- 
bly of the National Council of the 
Churches of Christ in the U. S. A. on 
December 12 called for the use of 
“all legitimate means” of preventing 
the United States from becoming “a 
secular state in the current sense of 
the term . . . rejecting the reality and 
authority of God . . . [assuming] 
divine prerogatives [and committing | 
satanic crimes.” “In some consti- 
tutional way,” the “letter” contin- 
ued, “provision should be made for 
the inculcation of the principles of 
religion, whether within or outside 
the precincts of the school, but al- 
ways within the regular schedule of 
a pupil’s working day.... The so- 
lution of the problem lies in loyal 
support of our public schools and in 
increasing their awareness of God, 
rather than in state support of paro- 
chial schools. The reverent reading 
of selections from the Bible in pub- 
lic school assemblies or classes would 
make an important contribution... .” 


Self-Support 


“In the meantime,” the National 
Council “letter” continued, “the state 
should continue to accord freedom to 
religious bodies to carry on their own 
schools. But those who promote pa- 
rochial schools should accept the re- 
sponsibility to provide full support 
for those schools, and not expect to 
receive subsidies or special privileges 
from public authorities. The subsi- 
dization of education carried on un- 
der religious auspices would both vio- 
late the principle of the separation 
between church and state, and be a 
devastating blow to the public school 
system, which must be maintained.” 

The “letter” also declared: “But in 
all education, and in culture as a 
whole, the interests of truth are de- 
pendent upon freedom of thought. It 
is only through the toleration of ideas 
that we can look forward to an in- 
crease] apprehension of truth and to 
the preparation of stalwart represent- 
atives of truth. It is, in fact, good 
for truth to have to struggle with 
ica. 

In another part of the “letter,” the 
Nhtional Council leaders declare: 


2 





“We are distressed at the persistent 
violation of human rights in many 
countries, our own included. To men- 
tion only a few examples, we are 
deeply concerned by the restriction 
of religious liberty in Spain and Co- 
lombia and lands under Communist 
domination. . . 

“‘We are uneasy when freedom any- 
where is restricted by totalitarian 
practices, be they political, social, 
economic, or religious. . . .” 


Jewish Group Differs 


Quite another view was taken by 
the national administrative commit- 
tee of the American Jewish Congress, 
which adopted a resolution on De- 
cember 21 criticizing both the Roman 
Catholic Bishops of America and the 
National Council of Churches for 
seeking the injection of “more direct 
religious instruction and content into 
public education.” Excerpts from 
the Jewish Congress’ statement fol- 
low: 

“The Roman Catholic Bishops as- 
sert that the state must be responsi- 
ble for helping parents to fulfill their 
tasks of religious instruction, and 
they are primarily concerned with 
securing a share of tax-raised funds 
for parochial school purposes. The 
National Council of Churches of 
Christ, while expressing adherence to 
the principle of church-state separa- 
tion, nevertheless strives to delimit 
its interpretation so as to permit the 
utilization of the time, premises, or 
curriculum of the public school sys- 
tem for religious instruction or indoc- 
trination. 

“The invocation of state aid on 
behalf of religion will inevitably force 
citizens to divide along religious lines 
in controversy over either the amount 
of financial assistance various groups 
should receive from tax-raised funds 
or whose religion is to be taught in 
the public schools. In such contro- 
versy, either religion or freedom, and 
generally both, are the ultimate cas- 
ualties. .. . 

“Certainly, there is a profound and 
urgent challenge to religion in our 
day. As Jews, we shall seek to meet 
that challenge by continuing to culti- 








The Conspirators 


“. .. there is a point made by three 
of the French priests who have gone 
to work in factories and on the docks, 
in Paris and Marseilles, to win back 
the poor to the Church: Father Godin, 
Father Michonneau, and Father Loew, 
O. P. They agree that the attempt to 
convert France from paganism back to 
Catholicism can be achieved only if 
we convert not individuals but society 
at large. We can say the same of 
America. At the rate of 126,000 con- 
verts a year in the United States, it 
will take us too long. We must convert 
the world of Politics, Economics, Soci- 
ology, Business, Entertainment, Labor 
and Management, Congress, the De- 
partment of State, and the Executive 
Branch of our Government to Christian 
and hence Catholic principles.” — 
“The Union and Echo,” official dioc- 
esan organ, Buffalo, N. Y., December 
17, 1950. 











vate the richness of our spiritual her- 
itage, as other faiths will seek guid- 
ance and inspiration in their own. .., 
It is along these lines, rather than by 
the simple expedient of making the 
public school system the scapegoat 
for all the ills of our society or by 
the declaration of spiritual insolvency 
implicit in the appeal of government 
to help bear the responsibility of 
churches and synagogues, that the 
challenge to religion can be met. 
“Above all, that challenge in our 
multi-cultural and multi-religious so- 
ciety can be creatively met only with- 
in the framework of a vital and ex- 
panding freedom. That freedom will 
be impaired to the degree to which 
the principle of separation of church 
and state is limited or abrogated. We 
call on all Americans who cherish re- 
ligion and liberty alike to unite in 
maintaining that principle inviolate.” 
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F MEWS Som Far and Near | 


@ The Sioux City, Ia., board of education is considering a protest by a 
Lutheran pastor against prayers in the public schools. The Rev. Rollin A. 
Reim explained that he opposes the practice because “acts of worship and 
religious teaching” should be conducted in churches, not public institutions. 

@ Italian police at ‘“essina, Sicily, last month ordered Elder 
Carmelo Crisafulli, a Pentecostalist preacher, to close his church 
and cease conducting Sunday services. This was the latest of many 
repressive measures taken against non-Catholic churches (“Church 
and State,” October, November, and December, 1952). 

@ Roman Catholics are forbidden to buy or keep in their possession the 
publications of St. Benedict’s Center, Cambridge, Mass., according to a 
recent statement of the Chancery of the Cincinnati Archdiocese. St. Bene- 
dict’s Center is directed by Father Leonard Feeney, who has fallen into dis- 
favor with his superior, Archbishop Richard J. Cushing, because he insists 
on a literal interpretation of the doctrine that there is no salvation outside 
the Roman Catholic Church, whereas Archbishop Cushing finds that a more 
“liberal” interpretation is expedient in present-day America. To enforce 
his policy, however, Archbishop Cushing has used the totalitarian methods 
so familiar to his church. Youthful followers of Father Feeney have been 
told that they cannot be married in a Roman Catholic Church unless they 
renounce the heresies taught at St. Benedict’s Center. Distributors of 
Father Feeney’s books have been harassed by the police, so much so that 
City Solicitor Frank J. McKenna of Pittsburgh recently invalidated two 
fines levied against them, saying: “I certainly don’t agree with their inter- 
pretation of Catholic doctrine, but they do have certain civil rights that 
must be respected.” 

@ The Soviet sector of Germany ceased collecting church taxes 
at the end of 1952. When Mayor Friedrich Ebert of East Berlin 
announced his new policy, Evangelical Bishop Otto Dibelius pro- 
tested that it would have “very serious consequences” because 
church authorities would have to set up their own tax administra- 
tion. Previously, municipal officials had made a surcharge on indi- 
vidual income taxes and distributed the funds so obtained to the 
respective churches. 

@ The Minnesota Board of Education has decided to take no action on 
a proposal which would permit parochial school pupils to ride free on public 
school busses. In Rhode Island, however, such service has been held to be 
“mandatory.” 


@ The Pennsylvania Department of Justice has been urged by 
school boards in Lancaster County to grant special permission to 
Amish and other “plain sect” parents to take their children out of 
school at the age of fourteen. Local officials made the recommenda- 
tion in the hope that it would end the tug-of-war between state 
authorities and Amish parents who have gone to jail rather than 
obey the compulsory education law which conflicts with their reli- 
gious belief that at fourteen children are ready to go to work on 
the farm. School board members who favor a less stringent appli- 
cation of the law say, however, that the pupils themselves should 
be consulted when the decision is made as to whether or not they 
are to remain in school after the age of fourteen. 


@ An abrupt switch by Latin-American and Communist delegates to the 
United Nations General Assembly recently defeated a neutral-power pro- 
posal for direct negotiations between Arab and Israeli leaders to end the 
four-year-old dispute between them. The changed votes, according to the 
New York Times, reflected the “concern of the Roman Catholic Church in 
the Jerusalem question.”” Another explanation for the switch by both Cath- 
olic and Communist delegates is that each group is seeking to curry favor 
with the Arab world for reasons of international power politics. 


@ “The public schools cannot become agents for the distribution 
of any type of religious tract or literature,” the Rutland (Vt.) 
School Board declared recently as it decided to refuse permission 
for distribution of Gideon Bibles in the local public schools. 
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CASWELL HITS BASELESS 
CRITICISM OF SCHOOLS 


The question of religion and the 
public schools must be taken “out of 
the realm of unsupported opinion and 
down to the facts of the situation as 
they actually exist,” Dr. Hollis L. 
Caswell, dean of Teachers College, 
Columbia University, declared on 
January 15 in his address at POAU’s 
Fifth National Conference on Church 
and State. Citing a December 1 edi- 
torial in Life magazine as a typical 
example of widespread current mis- 
conceptions, Dr. Caswell said that 
the actual contents of public school 
curricula and the attitudes of public 
school teachers disprove the charge 
that the public schools are “hostile to 
religion” or that they are making 
“democracy itself the established re- 
ligion of the schools,” as Life had 
contended. 

“Textbooks provide one of the 
best indications of what is taught 
in school,” Dr. Caswell observed. 
“Here is the kind of reference to reli- 
gion you find in them: Community 
Civics is commonly taught in the 
ninth grade. I examined one of the 
most widely used texts in this field 
which I happened to have at hand. 
One full chapter is devoted to the 
church.... In the early part of the 
discussion this statement occurs: 
‘Each individual finds in his own 
personal faith a power which helps 
him to meet his daily problems.’ The 
reference list includes: Bower, The 
Church at Work in the Modern 
World; Douglas, The Protestant 
Church as a Social Institution ; Sweet, 
The Story of Religions in America; 
and Leiffer, City and Church in 
Transition.” Dr. Caswell gave sim- 
ilar examples of respectful considera- 
tion of religion in textbooks for a 
tenth-grade World History course and 
a course for high school seniors in 
Problems of American Democracy, 
among others. The speaker contin- 
ued: 

“A careful examination of courses 
of study will reveal that although di- 
rect references to religion are infre- 
quent except in social study courses, 
the religious aspects of our culture 
actually interpenetrate many fields of 
study. In the literature read in Eng- 
lish courses it is inevitable that there 
should be frequent references to re- 
ligious matters. In art courses pupils 
gain insight into the central role of 
religion in our culture. In citizenship 
and character education it is com- 

(Continued on next page) 











CASWELL GIVES FACTS 
(Continued from page 3) 


monly indicated that the ultimate 
criterion for the individual is to be 
found in religious beliefs. In brief, 
just as our culture is permeated with 
elements of Judaic-Christian tradi- 
tion, so also is the school curriculum 
permeated with these same ele- 
ments. ... 


Interplay of Ideas 


“Many of the critics of the public 
schools state that the leaders who 
guide long-range policies are endeav- 
oring to gain acceptance of a purely 
materialistic philosophy. Now, the 
fact is that there are many different 
points of view held by leaders in edu- 
cation, just as there are by leaders 
in all fields. The ideas of all of them 
must enter the free market and gain 
adherents or pass into oblivion on the 
basis of critical examination. The 
college of which I am dean is some- 
times pointed to as an institution ad- 
vocating a single point of view. Yet 
at the very time that critics asserted 
that we were in complete support of 
progressive education because some of 
the major leaders of this movement 
were on our faculty, we had on our 
faculty some of its strongest oppo- 
nents.... Actually, we have on our 
faculty persons of many beliefs, in- 
cluding devout Catholics and Ortho- 
dox Jews, as well as Protestants of 
many denominations. . . . 


“What of the assertion that the 
schools are making a religion of de- 
mocracy? This seems to be about as 
far removed from reality as anything 
could be. It is true that the public 
schools are placing great emphasis on 
values which our democracy repre- 
sents—respect for personality, justice, 
honesty, love of one’s fellow men, and 
the like. But it is hard to believe 
that anyone would have it otherwise, 
or could possibly see a conflict be- 
tween these values and religious be- 
liefs. ... 


“Tt is my conviction that those who 
are criticizing the public schools as 
being godless and irreligious will be 
satisfied with nothing short of an 
educational program in which reli- 
gious beliefs are taught. ... The 
first step into this realm would vio- 
late the basic principle of freedom 
of religion, and any general move- 
ment in this direction would place 
the schools in the middle of sectar- 
ian differences. . Those who are 
attacking the public schools are un- 
doubtedly well aware of this situa- 
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PORTRAIT OF A 








CATHOLIC JUDGE 





tion. The fact that there seems to 
be no evidence of an effort really to 
appraise practices in the schools . . . 
and the generally destructive effect 
on public confidence of the charge 
that public schools are irreligious and 
godless lead me to conclude that this 
is not an effort primarily concerned 
with improving the public schools. It 
is, I fear, directed instead at modify- 
ing the historic American plan of 
school organization, control, and sup- 
port.... 

“In most European countries reli- 
gious bodies still have a dominant 
role in education, in most instances 
through an established church and in 
England through the distribution of 
tax funds to churches to maintain 
schools. It seems reasonable to in- 
quire whether or not religion and 
education have fared better in these 
countries than in the United States. 
Certainly, in so far as making edu- 
cation available to the large mass of 
people is concerned, there are many 
indications that in America there is a 
vitality not to be found in Europe. 
Church membership in America is at 
an all-time high. ... A group of 
visiting ministers from England are 
reported in the November 30, 1952, 
New York Times as having returned 
home thrilled and impressed by the 
enthusiasm for religion in the United 
States. One member of the group is 
quoted as saying, in comparing the 
situation in the United States with 
that in England, ‘You are not faced 
by the cold front of seeming indiffer- 


Samuel H. Hann 


We note with deep sorrow the re- 
cent death of Samuel H. Hann, Balti- 
more educator, businessman, and a 
devoted supporter of the principle of 
church-state separation. We shall 
miss his aid and counsel in the strug- 
gles which lie ahead. 





Jefferson’s Genius 


“Jefferson knew . . . how to keep 
to himself, secure from the baneful 
effects of partisanship, the things that 
were to him most precious. In his 
doctrine of separation of church and 
state, for example, he bequeathed 
mankind the best device ever invented 
for enabling every citizen to save 
from the compromises of politics what 
is too precious to be thrown into the 
pot of collective accommodation.”— 
Professor T. V. Smith, on “What It 
Takes to Be a Great President.” 











ence or even defiance. . . . 

“ . . Efforts to satisfy the critics 
by injecting into the public school 
curriculum instruction relating di- 
rectly to religious beliefs seem to me 
to be fraught with grave danger. Our 
people still differ tremendously on 
religion. It would be impossible, I 
believe, to teach religious beliefs with- 
out violating the conscience of some 
parents. This is an area in which it 
would be easy for the majority of 
parents to infringe on the religious 
freedom of the few.” 


CHURCH AND STATE 
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 TURCK CALLS FOR PLAIN TALK 


(Continued from page 1) 


estants and Catholics alike, as Amer- 
jcans We do not want to get mixed 
up in religious controversy. We want 
men to follow their own consciences 
in religious matters, to worship what- 
ever God they please, in whatever 
forms they please, or to worship no 
God at all. The time has come for 
Protestant Americans to say that they 
do not want ever to interfere with 
any man’s religious freedom, that 
they do not want any form of tax aid 
whatsoever, that they do not want 
any kind of legal or social discrimina- 
tion practiced against any person, no 
matter what god he worships, no 
matter if he worships no god at all. 
The time has come, likewise, for the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy to make 
the same statement, and both groups 
should unite in saying to the world, 
‘This principle of a true separation 
of church and state has enabled 
Americans of all kinds and varieties 
of opinion and background to live in 
peace and harmony, one with the 
other. We commend this plan to the 
nations of the world. We know of 
no other plan on which the unity and 
peace of every nation can rest.’” 


History’s Lesson 


Reviewing the historical develop- 
ment of America’s distinctive prin- 
ciple, Dr. Turck declared that it “is 
not merely an intellectual solution of 
a complicated problem in political 
economy, it is a way of life; it is the 
way of freedom in the field where 
freedom has always had its greatest 
difficulty, the area of religious be- 
lief and religious practice. For here 
the claims of universal and exclusive 
truth deny to human beings their 
rightful status as sons and daughters 
of God; subject to no priest, subject 
to no church, subject only to the 
voice of individual conscience which 
God has planted in the heart of ev- 
ery man.” 

The separation doctrine, he con- 
tinued, was foreshadowed in colonial 
times by such leaders as Roger Wil- 
liams and Anne Hutchinson in Rhode 
Island, Lord Calvert in Maryland, 
and William Penn in Pennsylvania. 
“Every colony except Rhode Island 
and Pennsylvania,” he observed, 
“had at least one established church 
during the period of 1620 to 1776, 
and in nearly every one it was the 
Church of England. As the colonists 
began to think more and more in 
terms of freedom and liberty, they 
began to be more restive under ar- 
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rangements that barred some of them 
from voting because they were not 
members of the established church, 
that made all of them contribute to 
the support of the church out of their 
total taxes or tithes, and that gave 
clergymen what seemed to many an 
inordinate amount of control over 
private lives and beliefs of the peo- 
ple. In the colonists, as today, the 
love of liberty is the great force that 
meets head-on any attempt to coerce 
conscience or take taxes for religious 
purposes. And to meet that force, 
the established church in each col- 
ony had to develop a maneuver, 
which strangely enough is the exact 
maneuver which our Roman Catholic 
friends are working on today.” 

“This plan,” Dr. Turck continued, 
“was to say to the discontented peo- 
ple that they need not support the 
particular established church, but 
they could support their own church 
out of the taxes which they paid. This 
is called multiple establishment, or 
the right of more than one church, 
perhaps all churches, to share in pub- 
lic monies and make their members 
eligible for public office or special 
privileges. . . .” 


Rejected by Founders 


Dr. Turck called on twentieth- 
century Americans to reject the mul- 
tiple-establishment scheme just as 
the framers of the United States Con- 
stitution did. (See Church and State, 
December, 1952, story headlined 
“Catholic Bishops Demand U. S. Tax 
Support . . .”) 

Turning to the current controversy 
over the public school system, the 
speaker said: 

“Let us be entirely clear about the 
matter. I do not think that the 
principle of separating church and 
state will be wholly lost if certain 
things affecting the welfare of chil- 
dren are authorized by the laws of a 
particular state. Nor do I think that 
the principle is lost if children are 
released to go to some off-campus, 
out-of-building point for religious in- 
struction. However, as a Protestant, 
I think we Protestants are weaken- 
ing our position when we fight for 
so-called released-time privileges 
against a substantial part of the com- 
munity. As a Protestant, I would 
rather change the whole program than 
to confuse the issue of no tax money 
for parochial or church schools. But 
the question I want now to raise with 
our religious leaders, both Protestant 


Thomas Paine’s View 


“As to religion, I hold it to be the 
indispensable duty of all govern- 
ments to protect all conscientious pro- 
fessors thereof, and I know of no 
other business which government hath 
to do therewith.” 





and Catholic, is, Where do these re- 
quests lead us? If we ask for bus 
service or released time or robed 
teachers or public schools housed in 
parochial school buildings, where do 
these things lead? And what are the 
motives and ultimate goals as regards 
church and state that the petitioners 
for these favors have in the back of 
their minds? They owe it to the 
American people to declare their ulti- 
mate objectives.” 

Public school champions also owe 
the American people a statement of 
their objectives, Dr. Turck said. He 
stated these objectives as follows: 

“.. . In the first place, we antici- 
pate no single universal system of 
education. Parochial schools will con- 
tinue and should continue, but at the 
expense of those who patronize 
them. ... 

“Tn the second place, we recognize 
the public school as the most power- 
ful agency for ‘promoting cohesion 
among a heterogeneous democratic 
people,’ and we intend to keep it free 
from entanglement with any religious 
group and from all forms of religious 
instruction, which is, in the nature of 
the case, sectarian instruction. 

“In the third place, we honor the 
public school as the great agency in 
promoting the basic civic virtues— 
honesty, integrity, cooperation, the 
service motive, the objective pursuit 
of truth, the spirit of true patriot- 
ism—qualities that depend at least 
in part on one’s ethical concepts de- 
rived from many sources. To the 
extent that religion also contributes 
to these virtues, the public school re- 
joices in the fact, but it must exclude 
the religious teaching, leaving such 
religious teaching as always in Amer- 
ica to the home and the church. For 
in the great task of preserving our 
American society as a united body of 
habit and custom, we dare not risk 
the introduction of strictly religious 
ideas into the pattern or curriculum 
of the public school system. To con- 
fine religious teaching to home and 
church does not ignore the significance 
of religion.... Rather, it expresses 
a confidence in all forms of voluntary 
religion . . . without hindrance from 
the state and without interference 
with the state.” 











— An Editorial — 
OBJECT LESSON 


The recent break in diplomatic re- 
lations between Yugoslavia and the 
Vatican has been the subject of volu- 
minous newspaper comment—but no 
one seems to have discussed the most 
intriguing aspect of that event: Why 
did a country which claims to have 
“separated” church and state estab- 
lish diplomatic relations with the Vat- 
ican in the first place? 

The answer is not far to seek. Aft- 
er the break was announced, Yugo- 
slav Foreign Minister Edvard Kar- 
delj reviewed his country’s policy and 
“asserted that the Yugoslav Com- 
munist Government had renewed re- 
lations with the Vatican . . . to make 
a settlement possible . . . [declaring 
that] settlements with non-Catholic 
churches were near achievement and 
that only the Catholic church leaders 
had balked.” (New York Times, 
December 19.) The nature of the 
“settlements” being worked out by 
the government is brought out by an 
earlier dispatch (Religious News 
Service, October 9) concerning Ser- 
bian Orthodox Patriarch Vikentije 
Prodanov, who “praised the govern- 
ment .. . for paying regular subsidies 
to the Orthodox Church to facilitate 
priests’ social insurance . . . and for 
helping the Church establish friendly 
contact with Orthodox and Protes- 
tant churches abroad... .” 

The truth is that Yugoslavia does 
not have separation of church and 
state. Although the Tito government 
appears to be groping its way towards 
greater freedom in some respects, it 
is still burdened by the centuries-old 
European tradition of church-state 
union—of which the Vatican itself is 
the principal exponent. In line with 
the church-state psychology, Yugo- 
slavia seeks, on the one hand, to set 
up puppet associations of “patriotic” 
clergymen and to bribe “friendly” 
church organizations with “subsi- 
dies,” while on the other hand it 
seeks to destroy “‘unpatriotic” church 
groups by using financial and legal 
reprisals. Whatever the sins of Ro- 
man Catholic leaders in Yugoslavia 
—and they are many—the govern- 
ment is wrong in curbing religious 
observances. 

Of course, the Roman Catholic 
Church is on weak ground when it 
complains against any government 
for turning the devices of church- 
state union to its own uses. Churches 
which wish to remain free should be 
willing to stand on their own feet as 
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sleeves “at least six inches long.” 





Philippine Prelate Forbids Laymen 
To Support ‘Y’ or Public Schools 


Excommuniéation or loss of the Sacraments has been threatened against Roman 
Catholics who join or support the Y. M. C. A. or send their children to non- 
Catholic schools in the Philippines. The warning was contained in a pastoral 
letter of the ranking Roman Catholic prelate, Archbishop Julio Rosales of Cebu, 
generally regarded as the likely successor to the late Archbishop Gabriel Reyes 


The pastoral letter stated that Roman Catholics who join or contribute to the 
Y. M. C. A. im any way, or attend its meetings or classes, may be excommuni- 
(Last March, Catholic Action leaders in Italy issued a similar warning, 
pointing out that Y. M. C. A. membership is forbidden under Canon Law. In 
1920, the Sacred Congregation of the Holy Office in Rome repeated the Church's 
The Y. M. C. A.’s services to the Philippine 
people since the war has attracted steadily growing support. 
owns an $85,000 building in Cebu and has a $1,000,000 building project under 
Americans and Canadians have contributed more than $3,000,000 
towards postwar reconstruction of “Y” buildings in the islands. 

Roman Catholic parents who send their children to non-Catholic schools will 
not be permitted to receive the Sacraments, Archhishop Rosales’ pastoral letter 
It also cautioned a ee to wear “modest necklines” and 
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The organization 








self-supporting agencies having no 
“settlement,” “understanding,” or 
“agreement” of any kind with secu- 
lar rulers. And no government which 
professes to adhere to the principle 
of church-state separation could pos- 
sibly have an official Religious Com- 
mission to control the affairs of 
churches, as Yugoslavia has. 


The immediate cause of the diplo- 
matic break was the Pope’s action in 
awarding a “red hat” to Archbishop 
Stepinac, a man “condemned by a 
large majority of the Yugoslav popu- 
lation for national treason and moral 
and ritual responsibility for bloody 
crimes against the Yugoslav popula- 
tion, particularly of the Orthodox and 
Hebrew religions. . . .” Under the 
circumstances, the break would ap- 
pear to have been inevitable. But 
the whole affair demonstrates once 
again that religious liberty is best 
secured by the erection of a genuine 
“wall of separation between church 
and state’’—not a fictitious one. 





The Totalitarian Way 


“Both Communism and Fascism have 
been willing partners to church and 
state combines. Religion is taught 
in the schools of nations dominated by 
totalitarians. Churches are tax-sup- 
ported in totalitarian nations. But we 
live in a democracy, and there can be 
no democracy if we see change to, 
or compromise with any policy which 
will obiigate the state to religion, or 
obligate religion to the state.”—From 
editorial in November 26 issue of 
“Zion's Herald,’ Methodist weekly. 











U. S. Contributes 
To Vatican Wealth 


The Vatican today has a treasury 
of “several billion dollars, mostly in 
the form of gold bullion,” some of 
which was acquired as a result of an 
indirect gift from the government of 
the United States. This fact is 
brought out in an article entitled 
“Inside Story” appearing in the De- 
cember issue of United Nations 
World. 


“Virtually none of the Pope's 
riches is kept in the Vatican vaults,” 
the magazine reveals. ‘Part is in- 
vested in international stocks and 
bonds (mainly British titles), while 
the remainder, in the shape of gold 
ingots, has been deposited with the 
U. S. Federal Reserve Bank. Like 
France, Italy, and other sovereign 
states, the Vatican feels that its cap- 
ital is safest in American strong- 
boxes. Moreover, most of the gold 
was acquired in the U. S., which 
granted the Vatican a special price 
of $34 per ounce instead of the offi- 
cial rate of $35.” 


United Nations World also points 
out that the “Vatican state treasure 
should not be confused with the so- 
called ‘Church Patrimony,’ which 
consists of mobile and immobile as- 
sets of the Catholic Church all over 
the world, nor with the ‘Institute of 
Religious Works,’ a modern invest- 
ment bank run by Roman cardi- 
Give 
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LATERAN PACT 
BOOMERANGS 


All Italy was startled recently by 
a decision of a local court at Padua 
sentencing the Roman Catholic priest, 
Dom Luigi Sola, to four months in 
prison for political activity held to 
be in violation of the Lateran Agree- 
ments of 1929. 

Under the Lateran Agreements the 

yernment was bound to recognize 
Roman Catholicism as the official 
state religion, but the Vatican was in 
turn bound to maintain neutrality 
in political contests. Dom Luigi was 
convicted for violating this clause by 
publishing in his parish bulletin a 
reminder that the Sacred Congrega- 
tion of the Holy Office had decreed 
excommunication for all Catholics 
voting the Communist ticket. Law- 
yers for Dom Luigi immediately filed 
notice of an appeal. One of the law- 
yers is Giuseppe Bettiole, Christian 
Democratic leader in the Italian par- 
liament. 

The verdict was protested in an 
editorial in J? Quotidiano, organ of 
Catholic Action, which observed that 
the ruling might be held to apply to 
the Pope himself for his frequent 
condemnations of Communism. The 
paper also contended that one section 
of the 1929 pact gave Church au- 
thorities the right to publish state- 
ments on the “natural government 
of the faithful” without restriction. 


While chafing at any attempt to 
hold it to the restrictions imposed by 
the 1929 pact, the Roman Catholic 
Church has no hesitation in using 
government aid to suppress its mor- 
tal enemies. Speakers and writers 
who attack the Pope are subject to 
prosecution in Italy, and a case is 
currently pending against Luigi 
Longo, a member of the Chamber of 
Deputies and a vice-secretary of the 
Communist Party. The Chamber re- 
cently lifted Longo’s immunity so 
that he could be prosecuted on an old 
charge of having published a cartoon 
in 1947 depicting the Pope in an un- 
favorable light. 





Thomas Sugrue 


The untimely death of Thomas 
Sugrue has removed from the Ameri- 
can scene a unique personality and 
a profound thinker. The 45-year- 
old author, who died on January 7 
of complications following an opera- 
tion, will be long remembered for 
A Catholic Speaks His Mind, Starling 
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Papal ‘Paradox’ 
Noted by Rycroft 


The “paradoxical” position of the 
Roman Catholic Church on the ques- 
tion of religious persecution was an- 
alyzed by Dr. W. Stanley Rycroft, 
secretary for Latin America of the 
Presbyterian Board of Foreign Mis- 
sions, at a banquet meeting which 
was one of the high lights of POAU’s 
Fifth National Conference. 

Taking note of recent papal en- 
cyclicals against “persecution” and 
also of Bishop Fulton J. Sheen’s as- 
sertion that the Roman Catholic 
Church is today the chief victim of 
persecution, Dr. Rycroft observed: 
“Paradoxically enough, the worst 
persecution is currently being carried 
on by members of the church Bishop 
Sheen belongs to, the one headed by 
the Pope, and we have yet to hear 
that they condemn this persecution 
of Protestants in Colombia.” 

The speaker chided “recognized 
Roman Catholic periodicals both in 
Colombia and the United States” for 
criticizing the victims of persecution 
in Colombia rather than their perse- 
cutors, but he noted that the lay 
Roman Catholic journal, Common- 
weal, had proved to be an exception 
on this issue, having condemned the 
Colombian and Spanish persecutions 
in an editorial of May 2, 1952. 

Dr. Rycroft said that Colombia 
is a contemporary illustration of the 
truth of Thomas Jefferson’s dictum: 
“History, I believe, furnishes no ex- 
ample of a priest-ridden people main- 
taining free civil government.” 





Pittsburgh Case 
Moves Ahead 


The articles of incorporation, con- 
stitutions, and bylaws of nine child- 
care institutions in the Pittsburgh 
area have been subpoenaed to show 
that they are sectarian in character 
and not entitled to public funds, in 
a suit brought by POAU Chapter 
President Frederick Curtis Fowler. 

Seven of the nine institutions are 
Roman Catholic and represented by 
one lawyer. The attorney for the 
plaintiff is John Metz, Jr. Further 
developments in the case are expected 
in the near future. 





of the White House, and other books 
written in spite of the painfully crip- 
pling effects of a rare disease. 


Eire’s New Health Plan 
Blasted by Hierarchy 


A plan to provide medical care for 
low-income mothers and their chil- 
dren is foremost among the provisions 
of a proposed health program in Ire- 
land which is strenuously opposed by 
leading Roman Catholic churchmen. 
One of the latest to denounce the 
plan is the Rev. Felim O’Briain, 
O.F.M., philosophy professor at Uni- 
versity College, Galway, who has de- 
clared in a newspaper article that 
the Health Ministry’s proposal 
“transfers to the State obligations 
that persons and individuals alone 
owe to God.” In Ireland, as in other 
countries under Roman Catholic 
domination, every person’s obliga- 
tions to “God” are interpreted to 
mean obligations to endorse the mor- 
al, political, economic, and social pol- 
icies favored by the hierarchy. 

A similar conflict between govern- 
ment and church officials occurred in 
1951, when the then Health Minister, 
Dr. Noel Browne, incurred the hier- 
archy’s wrath by seeking measures 
to further reduce his country’s infant 
mortality rate (he had already re- 
duced it from 83 per 1,000—the high- 
est in Europe—to 53 per 1,000). At 
that time, the Archbishop of Dublin 
insisted that the Church must have 
direct supervision over any program 
“so delicate and concerned with mor- 
als as that of gynecology and ob- 
stetrics.”’ 

This year’s program, advanced by 
Dr. James Ryan, the present Health 
Minister, calls for full medical, hospi- 
tal, and specialist service to persons 
unable to pay for them, and sup- 
plementary medical services to mid- 
dle-income groups only partially able 
to pay. Although the services would 
be provided by local authorities only 
to persons seeking aid, opponents of 
the program (notably the Irish Medi- 
cal Association, in addition to Roman 
Catholic clerics) have attacked the 
program as if it were a compulsory 
one, 





Special Privilege 


“Cardinal Spellman frequently gets 
[stamp] specimens which are of more 
than ordinary philatélic value. Each 
time the United States issues a new 
stamp, for example, the Post Office 
Department sends him a full, unused 
sheet, autographed by the Postmas- 
ter General and mounted in a spe- 
cially prepared folder.”—New York 
Herald Tribune. 
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National Unity Still Imperiled | 


By Vatican Envoy Threat—Stark 


Although the American people are today “united as seldom we have been 
united in recent years,” following the decisive election victory of President 
Dwight D. Eisenhower, the continued circulation of rumors regarding the 
possible appointment of another U. S. envoy to the Vatican points to the 
presence of a grave threat to that new-found unity.~ So declared Dr. Leland 


F. Stark, rector of the Church of the 
Epiphany, Washington, D. C., in his 
Constitution Hall address at POAU’s 
Fifth National Conference on Church 
and State. Excerpts from Dr. Stark’s 
address are given below: 

“One of the chief ways in which 
our unity could be broken—and 
broken not only to our own detri- 
ment but also to the detriment of the 
whole free world—would be by a 
sharp cleavage between Protestants 
and Roman Catholics. That did 
take place many months ago when 
President Truman suddenly ap- 
pointed an Ambassador to the Vati- 
can. Suddenly we beheld the whole 
structure of church-state separation, 
under which our country has suc- 
cessfully operated since the days of 
the Founding Fathers, threatened. 
We found a fight forced on us—it was 
certainly not of our own choosing 
and needed never to have happened. 
The resultant wounds of the disunity 
caused by that unhappy appoint- 
ment began healing only when Presi- 
dent Truman withdrew his appoint- 
ment of General Clark. 

“Will it happen again? Let us 
hope and pray it will not, and it need 
not happen again if only our Roman 
Catholic friends will refrain from re- 
newing their demand, this time upon 
the new administration, for another 
Vatican envoy. 

“Will they renew this demand? We 
do not know for certain one way or 
the other. There are certain hints 





and intimations that that demand 
may be renewed. Former Postmas- 
ter General James A. Farley makes 
a speech after the election in which 
he asserts that the shift in the Ro- 
man Catholic vote from the Demo- 
cratic to the Republican side was an 
important factor in the Republican 
victory. Is such an assertion, for 
which, incidentally, there is no basis 
in fact, to be the groundwork for a 
later demand that an Ambassador to 
the Holy See be appointed as pay- 
ment for a supposed political debt? 
We do not know. A new book called 
A United States Ambassador to the 
Vatican, written by two Roman 
priests and carrying the Imprimatur 
of Archbishop Molloy of Brooklyn, 
has just come out, indicating that 
some Roman Catholics at least are 
prepared to reopen the issue. 7he 
Christian Century claims to be in 
possession of confidential information 
.. . that such a demand will soon be 
made. ... 


“Perhaps such hints and intima- 
tions as these mean nothing at all. 
I for one hope they do not. But of 
this I am sure: in the interest of 
national unity and in the name of 
our historic policy of church-state 
separation, it is the wise, conscien- 
tious, and patriotic move for us to 
make to reaffirm our vigorous and 
unyielding opposition to any Ambas- 
sador or personal envoy to the Vati- 
can now in advance rather than to 
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. . + Political adults among the 
old-time champions of democratic 
freedom for Ireland can hardly feel 
that the ecclesiastical paternalism now 
established in Dublin is what they 
advocated so passionately. 


“The idea of a church veto on the 
legislation of a duly elected Parlia- 
ment seems a bit old-fashioned to us 
British. No British Minister of Health 
ever tripped over the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. When, in the old days, 
British governments imposed censor- 
ship on Ireland, British defenders of 
liberty rose in wrath to protest. Now, 
with a censorship that looks like an 
iron curtain, no citizen of Eire raises 
a peep.”—British cartoonist David 
Low, in an article in “The New York 
Times Magazine.” 











CONGRESS FACES NEW 
SCHOOL AID BATTLE 


As this issue of Church and State 
goes to press, Washington political 
observers are predicting a renewal of 
the struggle over federal aid to edu- 
cation in the 83rd Congress. Last 
November 15, the Roman Catholic 
Bishops of the United States declared 
in their annual pronouncement that 
the state “has the duty to help par- 
ents fulfill their task of religious in- 
struction and training.” (Church 
and State, December, 1952.) This is 
regarded as the signal for a new drive 
for enactment of legislation aiding 
parochial as well as public schools. 

When and if this renewed drive 
develops, POAU will uncompromis- 
ingly uphold the principle that public 
funds must be used for public pur- 
poses only. 





say nothing now and by our silence 
convey the impression that we have 
lost interest in the question. It is 
better to padlock the stable now than 
wait for the horse to be stolen. ... 


“We have every reason to rejoice 
in the wise leadership our new Presi- 
dent will give to America. 
lieve he is too much devoted to the 
total welfare of America to want to 
see it divided along religious lines. 
We can be confident therefore that 
he will want to resist any pressure 
brought upon him to appoint a Vati- 
can envoy. We want him to know, 
therefore, that we will help him re- 
sist that pressure, that America may 
remain strong and united, ready and 
willing to fulfill the high destiny that 
the Almighty in this perilous time 
has laid upon our nation.” 
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